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“ For always in thine eyes, O Liberty! 
Shines that high light whereby the world is saved ; 
And though thou slay us, we will trust in thee.” 


JOHN Hay. 





On Picket Duty. 

An excellent editorial in the Boston “ Herald” ex- 
plains the difference between genuine reciprocity and 
sham reciprocity. The position of the constantly 
shifting doctrine of protection is now that free trade 
isa good thing and ought to be encouraged, but that, 
infixing what articles shall participate in free trade, 
ye must go to the politicians in Congress, instead of 
tothe business of the country, for a decision. The 
protectionists are simply stealing the name of recipro- 
tity to betray its principle. “Real reciprocity,” says 
the “ Herald,” “is a condition in which all business is 
on equal terms, and in which it is settled what busi- 
ness ought to have part in it by the survival of the fit- 
test.” The same difference subsists between State 
currency and free currency; yet the “Herald” is wil- 
ling to let the politicians in Congress regulate our cur- 
rency and obstruct the process of natural selection in 
this and numerous other matters. 


The English courts haye held in a recent case that 
acombination to trade.and.offer in respect of prices, 
discounts, and other facilities such terms as will win 
%0 large amount of custom as to render it unprofitable 
for rival customers to pursue the same trade, is not il- 
legal. The charge was that a combination of steam- 
ship companies was in the habit of allowing a rebate 
of five per cent. on all freights paid by shippers who 
shipped goods in their vessels alone; and it was also 
alleged that this was done with the malicious intent of 
injuring other companies’ trade. American judges 
generally pronounce against the respondents in such 
cases. The English courts, however, expressly af- 
firmed that there are many things which might be 
perfectly lawfully done by an individual which, when 
done by a number of persons, become unlawful. It is 
much easier to say this than to prove it or to instance 
asingle case in which it is self-evidently true. 

A daily paper observes that, while the great politi- 
cal parties are still disposed to allow men to take care 
of themselves, the Alliance members of Congress make 
heroic efforts to reform society by statute. The pre- 
tence that the great parties favor non-interference is 
wildly absurd. The real difference is that the great 
party politicians rob and oppress the common people 
in the interest of the plutocrats, while the Alliance 
Politicians concoct tyrannical and ludicrous legislative 
projects in the interest of the majority. This is, per- 
haps, a good place to state that, while Liberty expects 
nothing from the Alliance politicians and regards their 
schemes and antics with contemptuous amusement, it 
is glad to see them represented in the halls of legisla- 
tion. By attacking the monopolists and exposing 
their conspiracies, the Alliance congressmen can ren- 
der valuable service. Of course, even this negative 
Work requires intelligence; whether they possess it or 
not, time will tell. 

In a recent issue of the New York “Commercial 
Advertiser” appeared an article on the “Menaces of 
Anarchism.” The sub-headings were: “Fostering 


a1 Order Whose Creed is Murder,” and “The Doc- 
ttines and Deeds of These Boastful Cowardly Assas- 
tins.” The article was signed “Colmolyn,” but is 
believed to have been written by a well-known State 


Socialist. The newspaper organs of Anarchy are enu- 
merated, and Liberty is found side by side with 
the “Freiheit,”: “ Vorbote,” and other revolutionary 
sheets. To prove that there is no difference between 
the teaching of the “Freiheit” and Liberty, the 
writer adduces the fact that at the latter’s head a pas- 
sage from Proudbon has been put proclaiming that the 
Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the 
executioner, the seal of the magistrate, etc., etc. I 
have no doubt that the writer is more of a knave than 
a fool, and that he knows very well that the word Re- 
volution in Proudhon’s passage means something dif- 
ferent from the revolution on the lips of the revolu- 
tionary Communists. Such misrepresentations might 
have injured Liberty a few years ago; but now we 
can afford to ignore them. 


Sidney Olivier, of the Fabian Society, attacked in a 
lecture Parliameutary State Socialism and expressed 
the opinion that the legislative eight-hours day, fac- 
tory inspection, and the multiplication of State regu- 
lations, if they do not remain a dead letter, may do 
more to extend the jealousy and antagonism between 
the public and the officials than to promote the growth 
of Socialistic ideas and tendencies. For his own part, 
he shrinks from the prospect of the enormous army of 
officials which State Socialism would call into exist- 
ence, and favors the return to nature, to simple forms 
of life. It appears that other Fabians have independ- 
ently arrived at the same conclusions. Is this the be- 
ginning of the end? Individualists have nothing to 
fear from those who dream of simple country life and 
who view with alarm the present trend of the State So- 
cialist movement. To faithful adherents of Marxism 
nothing is more utopian and sickening than the vague 
talk about simple life in the country. “Scientific So- 
cialism” is emphatically a factory and city growth, 
and we can easily imagine the disgust of such practi- 
cal politicians as Wébb and Hyndman at this rever- 
sion to primitive sentimental communism. 


The Boston “ Herald” has made the remarkable dis- 
covery that there is more than one way to put a stop 
to the erection of excessively high buildings in great 
cities. Referring to the failure of the Chicago muni- 
cipal authorities to come to any definite conclusion on 
the subject, and to the action of the Chicago Fire Un- 
derwriters’ Association in putting a prohibitory insu- 
rance rate on buildings of more than a certain height, 
the “Herald” remarks that such action as the com- 
pany’s is likely to be quite as effective as any munici- 
pal regulation. We might take exception to the 
phrase “quite as effeétive,” which claims altogether 
too much for municipal regulations, but we forbear. 
Even as it stands, the “ Herald’s” admission is wel- 
come. May we hope that the “Herald” will remem- 
ber this lesson and apply it to other questions when 
municipal or other official regulation is suggested as 
the best or sole means of terminating an abuse? <A 
little modesty in newspapers would not be unbecom- 
ing. When they do not see any other alternative, 
they are prone to assume that there can be none, and 
straightway demand official regulation. They mis- 
take their ignorance of the existence of a thing for ab- 
solute proof of its non-existence. A few such discov- 
eries as the “Herald’s” ought to make the average pa- 
per less dogmatic. 





Liberty reprints Col. Higginson’s impressions of 
Col. Greene because, most of Greene’s disciples of to- 





day being entirely unacquainted with his personality, 
any account thereof that may help, however feebly or 
inadequately, to compensate for the absence of such 
acquaintance should be given the widest circulation. 
The anecdotes related by Higginson are thoroughly 
characteristic of Greene, and the description of his 
personal appearance seems to a certain extent faithful; 
on the latter point, however, I am not a good witness, 
for my acquaintance with Greene was confined to the 
last years of his life, and Higginson describes him as 
a young man. I, for instance, knew nothing of his 
“mass of jet-black hair,” his hair and beard having 
turned very gray, almost .white, indeed, long before I 
first met him. But I can testify to the penetration of 
his eyes, the most wonderful eyes that I ever saw, and 
to the injustice of Lowell’s assertion about them, de- 
spite Higginson’s semi-acquiescence in it. The truth 
is that neither Lowell nor Higginson nor any of the 
abolition coterie ever understood or adequately appre- 
ciated Col. Greene. He was too big a man for them 
to comprehend. And he in turn cordially despised 
their shallow humanitarianism which had no eye for 
the subtler forms of human bondage. Their incom- 
petency to judge him could scarcely be shown better 
than by the astounding fact that Col. Higginson, after 
characterizing his fame as. perishable, utterly neglects 
to mention, other than by the insignificant allusion in 
the closing sentence, his chief title to fame, his mar- 
vellous expositions of the principles of finance, by 
which almost solely he is known today, and which in 
the future will give a glory to his name such as no 
mere littérateur can ever achieve. 


The editor of “ Today” has grappled with the ques- 
tion of compulsory taxation. He deals with it in an 
argument spun out to a great length and stated very 
blindly, not to say unintelligibly. After an expendi- 
ture of much time and earnest effort in an attempt to 
understand it, I can get nothing from it but this 
(though by no means sure that I have extracted its 
sum and substance rightly),— that, while it is con- 
trary to equal freedom to take an individual’s property 
from him without his consent, equal freedom permits 
the community (whatever that may be) to refuse its 
protection in the use of natural media to the individ- 
ual who declines to hand over to the community such 
portion of his property as it may ask. The editor of 
“Today ” advances this consideration as if it in some 
way conflicted with the Anarchistic position. But it 
does not in the least. Why “say an undisputed thing 
in such a solemn way”? To be sure, the editor of 
“Today,” by an assumption that the community’s 
protection is an absolute necessity to the individual, 
makes the individual’s consent to part with his prop- 
erty a matter of absolute necessity also, and thereby 
reduces the question of the freedom to give or with- 
hold consent to a position of no importance. But the 
assumption is not admitted. The Anarchists main- 
tain, on the contrary, that it is quite within the 
bounds of possibility for a non-consenting minority to 
protect itself in the use of natural media without the 
aid of the consenting majority, provided the majority 
contents itself with a simple refusal of such aid. If, 
however, it is claimed that equal freedom entitles the 
majority to go farther than this and dispossess the mi- 
nority of its lands as a penalty for not giving up its 
money, then another question arises. But at present 
I refuse to believe that the editor of “Today” will 
follow his master, Spencer, to so absurd a conclusion. 
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“In abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time sla- 
very, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu- 
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the 
gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk, 
all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath 
her heel.” — PROUDHON. 





§H™ The appearance in the editorial column of articles 
over other signatures than the editor’s initial indicates that 
the editor approves their central purpose and general tenor, 
though he does not hold himself responsible for every phrase 
or word. But the appearance in other parts of the paper of 
articles by the same or other writers by no means indicates 
that he disapproves them in any respect, such disposition of 
them being governed largely by motives of convenience. 


A New Book Given Away WITH EAcu RENEWAL. 
— Payment of subscriptions and of renewals is required in 
advance. The names of subscribers not heard from within 
two weeks after expiration of subscription are removed from 
the list. But to every subscriber who sends his renewal for 
one year, accompanied by the cash, so that it reaches the 
publisher not later than two weeks after it is due, will be 
sent, postpaid, any book published in the United States that 
the subscriber may select, provided that its retail price does 
not exceed 50 cents if published by Benj. R. Tucker, or 25 
cents if published by any other publisher. This is a perma- 
nent offer, and enables every promptly-paying subscriber to 
get a new book each year free of cost. But only one book 
will be given at a time, no matter how low the price of the 
book selected. 


Col. Ingersoll’s Antiquarian “ Unit.” 


How can a Freethinker accept and attempt to prop- 
agate a principle that has received the unqualified 
theoretical and practical sanction of the Christian 
Church and which has resulted in the enslavement 
and degradation of the half of humanity which the 
Freethinker who belauds the principle professes to be 
especially desirous of liberating and elevating ? 

A gentleman in Ohio having accused Col. Ingersoll 
of selling “ out to the devil in his Chicago speech on 
liberty, where he ignores the marriage rite, and ad- 
vises universal divorce,” the “ Truth Seeker ” comes to 
the rescue and reprints from Ingersoll’s lecture on the 
“ Liberty of Man, Woman, and Child” (the “Chicago 
speech ”) a passage strongly defensive of the marriage 
institution. The opening sentences of the passage 
quoted I give below, with the “Truth Seeker’s”’ ital- 
ies: 

Let me say right here tonight, I regard marriage as the 
holiest institution among men. Without the fireside there 
is no human advancement; without the family there is no 
life worth living. Every good government is made up of 
good families. The unit of government is the family; any- 
thing that tends to destroy the family is perfectly devilish 
and infamous. I believe in marriage, and I hold in utter 
contemp§ the opinions of long-haired men and short-haired 
women who Genounce the institution of marriage. 

Does the “ Truth Seeker” subscribe to the dictum 
that “the unit of government is the family”? And 
does it believe that “every good government is made 
up of good families”? But what is a “good family”? 
If the family is the unit in government, if all of its 
members are but one in the eyes of government, then 
there must be a head to that family, through whom 
alone the government can take cognizance of the fam- 
ily. To enable the family to act always as the unit it 
is asserted to be there can be permitted no divided 
counsels; all subordinate members must render un- 
questioning and unqualified obedience to the head 
thereof. No family can be called a “good family” 
which lacks this oneness of sentiment, thought, and 
action. No family less homogeneous than this can be 
a “unit,” an ultimate atom, in government. A gov- 
ernment constituted of such units will levy taxes on 
families only, never on individuals. It will conscript 
families, not individuals. All its punishments will 
fall upon families, through their acknowledged heads, 
never upon the individual wrong-doers. 





I shall be grateful to Col. Ingersoll or to Mr. Mac- 
donald if either of them will take a careful survey of 
contemporaneous nations and tell me the result of 
their observations. I wish to know under what mod- 
ern government or governments they find the family 
most nearly approaching this ideal, and also under 


what government or governments they discover the 


widest average departure from this conception of the 
family as the unit. That is, under what government 
or governments does the husband stand most com- 
pletely as the representative, or, rather, the embodi- 
ment, of the entire family, in accordance with Col. 
Ingersoll’s unitary theory of the family, and, on the 
other hand, under what government or governments 
is the individual regarded as approximately or wholly 
the unit. _ Then I shall be pleased to have them tell 
me which government or which class of governments 
they regard as the best. Also, comparing past ages 
with the present age, at what time and in what coun- 
tries did the idea of the family as the unit in govern- 
ment receive the fullest acceptance and undergo the 
test of the widest application? On the other hand, at 
what time and in what country was or is this family- 
the-unit idea most distrusted in theory and discredited 
in practice? Having ascertained the facts which this 
latter comparison would unveil, inform us, please, 
which government in either epoch most closely ap- 
proached or approaches your ideal of a “ good govern- 
ment.” The truth is, Col. Ingerso]l’s conception of 
the family as the unit in government is mouldy with 
age. It is antiquarian in the worst sense. As the 
London “Personal Rights Journal” observes, “In 
very ancient times the unit of society was the family, 
the individual (the unit of modern society) was then 
ignored ; and, in order that such units should be mul- 
tiplied without confusion —as in the natural course 
of things was inevitably desired —the family, strictly 
speaking, consisted only of males; for females were 
regarded merely as the vehicle for perpetuating 
the genus and possessed no social status whatsoever. 
Descent was never counted through them, and their 
names were even sometimes omitted from genealogical 
tables.” Col. Ingersoll is welcome to his chestnut. 
To show what the theory of the family as the unit 
involves and the condition of the society which puts it 
into practice I reproduce here part of an article from 
the London “ Personal Rights Journal.” As it con- 
sists almost entirely of excerpts from Sir Henry 
Maine’s “Ancient Law” it should not be without 
weight in the estimation of Ingersoll the lawyer. 


At the most glorious period of Rome’s supremacy, the an- 
cient system of calculating relationship, based upon the Pa- 
tria Potestas, or ‘life-long authority of the father or other 
(male) ancestor over the person and property of his descend- 
ants,’’ was rejected by the Roman jurisconsults in favor of 
the Natural Law, which recognizes woman as a human indi- 
vidual; and the position of Roman females, whether married 
or unmarried, became one of remarkable independence. 
‘*But,’’ to use the words of the authority above quoted [Sir 
Henry Maine, in ‘‘ Ancient Law”’], ‘‘Christianity tended 
somewhat, from the very first, to narrow this remarkable 
liberty... . During the troubled era which begins modern 
history, and while the laws of the Germanic and Scandina- 
vian immigrants remained superimposed, like a separate 
layer, above the Roman jurisprudence of their provincial 
subjects, the women of the dominant races are seen every- 
where under various forms of archaic guardianship, and the 
husband who takes a wife from any family but his own, pays 
a money price to her relations for the tutelage which they 
surrender to him. When we moveeonwards, and the code of 
the middle ages has been formed by the amalgamation of the 
two systems, the law relating to women carries the stamp of 
its double origin. . The husband has drawn to himself, 
in Lis marital character, the powers which had once belonged 
to his wife’s male kindred, the only difference being that he 
no longer purchases his privileges’’ — an effect, perhaps, of 
Christian influence, though scarcely a tribute of esteem to 
the sex. ‘‘But the chapter of law relating to married 
women was, for the most part, read by the light, not of Ro- 
man, but of Canon law, which in no one particular departs 
so widely from the spirit of the secular jurisprudence as in 
the view it takes of the relations created by marriage. This 
was in part inevitable, since no society which preserves any 
tincture of Christian institutions is likely to restore to mar- 
ried women the personal liberty conferred on them by the 
middle Roman law; but the proprietary disabilities of mar- 
ried females stand on quite a different basis from their 
personal incapacities, and it is by keeping alive and consoli- 
dating the former that the expositors of the Canon law have 
deeply injured civilization. ... I do not know how the 





operation and nature of the ancient Patria Potestas can be 
brought so vividly before the mind as by reflecting on the 
prerogatives attached to the husband by the pure English 
Common Law (which borrows, for the greatest number of its 


fundamental principles, from the jurisprudence of the Ca. & 


nonists), and by recalling the zigorous consistency with 
which the view of a complete legal subjection on the part of 
the wife is carried by it, where it is untouched by equity or 
statutes, through every department of rights, duties, ang 
remedies.” 

E. C. Waker, 


The Advisability of Violence. 
To the Editor of Liberty: 

When you preach passive resistance, is it not precisely-the 
same thing as what is commonly called non-resistance? 

When William Penn (or was it Fox?) refused to take off 
his.hat for the king it was certainly passive resistance; but 
as he made no attempt to punch the king’s head, it is ac. 
counted as quite compatible with the Friends’ non-resgigt. 
ance tenets. (1) 

I do not think that any practical difference exists between 
passive resistance and non-resistance. Yet you urge that in 
emergency violence must be resorted to. Why? In what 
emergency? If violence is as a matter of principle advisable 
in certain cases why not in other cases? Why not embrace 
the advocacy of violence of the Communists throughout? (2) 

Intelligible enough as a political measure, Anarchism halts 
as a system of philosophy as long as it includes violence at 
all. To people who think government exists to suppress 
robbery it is sufficient to point out that government exists 
by robbery; and to enlarge upon the advantages that might 
be expected to follow the establishment of freedom of mem. 
bership in political societies. (3) 

But all this involves no question as to what constitutes 
invasion. It is simply stated that each shall take such 
measures as he prefers to protect himself, and that each shall 
determine for himself what protection is. 

If however we go farther, and lay down a formula, how- 
ever defensible the formula may be; and say that we 
will by violence enforce that formula, whether it be the 
formula of equal liberty or any other formula, I must main. 
tain that the action is precisely parallel to the course of 
everybody in the past and present who have compelled 
others to regulate their conduct in accordance with other 
formulas, alleged to be moral, and held to be as irrefragable 
as you now hold the formula of equal liberty to be. (4) 

‘‘Do not pick people’s pockets to make them pay for pro- 
tection they don’t want” is good enough as far as it goes, 

It may perhaps be well to go no further. 

But if we have to go further and ask, What is protection? 
or, What is invasion? the complement of protection, the 
only reply you can give is that invasion is infringing upon 
equal liberty. 

Until some method is devised by which we can tell whether 
a given act does infringe upon equal liberty the definition is 
yain. (5) 

For instance, in a state of liberty Mr. Yarros prints a book. 
You copy it. He organizes a society for the suppression of 
pirates and imprisons you. Your friends organize anda 
battle ensues. 

You will doubtless say that you would not advocate vio 
lence under such circumstances to either side. I again ask, 
Why not? (6) 

Investigate your own principles and you will find that the 
recognition of equal liberty rests upon the recognition of 
contract as supplanting violence. Although we may think 
it wise among cannibals to become cannibals ourselves; al- 
though when forced to it we may degrade ourselves to use 
violence; let us at least recognize that the state of affairs 
when every one shall do as he pleases can only occur when 
all lay aside violence and appeal only to reason. Let usat 
least recognize that it is for us to totally abjure violence 
a principle of action; and if we at any time deem ourselves 
compelled to do violence let us admit that we do it under 
protest and not from principle. (7) 

JOHN BEVERLEY ROBINSON. 

(1) The chief difference between passive resistance 
and non-resistance is this: passive resistance is Ie 
garded by its champions as a mere policy, while not 
resistance is viewed by those who favor it as 4 
principle or universal rule. Believers in passive I 
sistance consider it as generally more effective that 
active resistance, but think that there are certail 
cases in which the opposite is true; believers in 00! 
resistance consider either that it is immoral to actively 
resist or else that it is always unwise to do so. 

(2) Because violence, like every other policy, is ad 
visable when it will accomplish the desired end and it 
advisable when it will not. . 

(3) Anarchism is philosophical, but it is not a 5)* 
tem of philosophy. It is simply the fundamentl 
principle in the science of political and social life 
The believers in government are not as easily to be 
satisfied as Mr. Robinson thinks; and it is well tht 
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they are not. The considerations upon which he relies 
may convince them that government does not exist to 
suppress robbery, but will not convince them that abo- 
jition of the State will obviate the necessity of dealing 
yiolently with the other and more ordinary kinds of 
yernment of which common robbery is one. For, 
even though they be led to admit that the disappear- 
ance of the robber State must eventually induce the 
disappearance of all other robbers, they will remem- 
ber that effects, however certain, are not always imme- 
diate, and that, pending the consummation, there are 
often serious difficulties that must be confronted. 

(4) If Mr. Robinson still maintains that doing vio- 
lence to those who let us alone is precisely parallel to 
doing violence to those who assault us, I can only 
modestly hint once more that I have a better eye for 
an angle than he has. 

(6) Not so, by any means. As long as nearly all 
people are agreed in their identification of the great 
majority of actions as harmonious with or counter to 
equal liberty, and as long as as increasing number of 
people are extending this agreement in identification 
over a still larger field of conduct, the definition of 
invasion as the infringement of equal liberty, far from 
being vain, will remain an important factor in politi- 
cal progress. : 

(6) Because we see no imperative and overwhelm- 
ing necessity for an immediate settlement of the 
question of copyright, and because we think that the 
verdict of reason is preferable to the verdict of vio- 
lence in all doubtful cases where we can afford to wait. 

(7) It seems that there are cases in which, according 
to Mr. Robinson, we may resort to violence. It is 
now my turn to ask, Why? If he favors violence in 
one case, Why not in all? I can see why, but not from 
his standpoint. For my part, I don’t care a straw 
whether, when Mr. Robinson sees fit to use violence, 
he acts under protest or from principle. The main 
question is: Does he think it wise under some cir- 
cumstances to use violence, or is he so much of a prac- 
tical Archist that he would not save his child from 


f otherwise inevitable murder by splitting open the 


murderer’s head ? T. 


Plumb-Line Pointers. 


Woe is me, the unhappy Yankee, and all the rest of 
the unhappy Yankees! It is against the anti-Lottery 
law to guess. Anthony Comstock says so, and who 
wuld doubt his word? Rather he says that it is un- 
lawful for a merchant to offer a prize to the person 
who guesses the nearest to the actual number of seeds 
in the closed interior of a pumpkin. This, to be sure, 
is not directly forbidding me to guess, but it does so 
indirectly, for if the government can intercept and con- 
fiscate the dollar which Smith sends to the Louisiana 
Lottery it certainly can intercept and confiscate the 
guess which I try to give into the keeping of the pump- 
kin-exhibiting merchant. And if the merchant dares 


‘not venture to offer a prize to the expert guesser, 


what is the use of my puzzling my brains over the 
number of seeds in a pumpkin or beans in a jar? By 
the way, dear Mr. Anthony Comstock, is it unlawful 
to attempt to guess what asininity you and the rest of 
the government will be guilty of next? 





The Chinaman is no fool. If he cannot come to this coun- 
try as an immigrant he will not come as an exhibitor. 
There are worse people coming from Europe every day than 
the Chinaman. We give them welcome, and the first we 
know they turn up as Anarchists, tossing around dynamite 
bombs. It is to the credit of the Chinaman that he never 
does this. — Dubuque Times. 


No, the Chinaman is not a fool; neither is he a 
lickspittle. His refusal to take part in the World’s 
Fair is manly, dignified, and a timely rebuke to our 
Savagery and provincialism. But it is pertinent to 
ask the Republican “Times” what room it has to 
growl at this date about the exclusion of Chinamen. 
Its party is responsible therefor. And, by the way, 
What foreign-born, or native, Anarchist has been 
“tossing around dynamite bombs”? Name him, 
Please. Revolutionary Socialists threaten to do so, 
but have you any evidence to show that even they 
have suited their actions to their words? 

E. C. WALKER. 


Reminiscences of Col. Wm. B. Greene. 

In a series of articles entitled ‘‘ Glimpses of Authors,” now 
running through the new literary periodical, ‘‘ Brains,’’ T. 
W. Higginson dwells at some length on the personality of 
the author of ‘“‘ Mutual Banking.’’ Referring to the monthly 
meetings of the Town and Country Club, which existed in 
Boston over forty years ago, Col. Higginson writes: 


There seem to have been at least four of these monthly 
gatherings, addressed respectively by Theodore Parker, 
Henry James the elder (then of New York city), Rev. Henry 
Giles (an Englishman and well known as a Shakspere lec- 
turer), and Rev. William B. Greene. The last-named was a 
man so unique, and of a fame so perishable, that it is worth 
while to dwell on his memory. 

He first came to my knowledge as a favorite protégé of 
Miss Elizabeth P. Peabody, when he was said to have been 
converted, for the time being, to the Baptist faith; and I 
saw him figgt at her modest ‘‘ foreign book-store”’ in West 
Street, then a great resort of all young students and a boon 
to us all. I saw him first after a Social Reform Convention 
which had excited much interest; Rev. Dr. Walker, whom 
we all revered, was describing it in his weighty way, in the 
book-shop, and with him sat a young man who seemed to 
me the very handsomest and most distinguished looking 
person I had ever seen; nor could any one, I think, ever 
separate this picturesque aspect from his personality. He 
had not the Greek profile and ideal look of Burrill Curtis, 
George William Curtis’s brother, who had been the admired 
of all admirers during the Brook Farm period. Greene’s 
features were not so regular, for his face was somewhat long 
and of the Jacksonian type, — with an effective sort of nar- 
row domineering decision in the chin. He was more than 
six feet high, slender, somewhat high-shouldered, but with 
an erectness brought from West Point, where he had been a 
cadet though not a graduate. He had served in the Indian 
wars in Florida, and his whole bearing was military and al- 
most defiantly self-assertive. He had a mass of jet-black 
hair, and eyes that transfixed you with their blackness and 
penetration; at least such was their effect on me, until I 
heard Lowell irreverently declare that they looked at you 
‘‘with a very intensified nothing in them,’’ which was, in a 
manner, true. In reality his power lay on the surface; once 
get beyond that aggressive mien, and there was not much in 
reserve; he was not a scholar, but he was a good mathema- 
tician, a very keen logician, and had read a vast deal of 
philosophical literature, then little known among us,— 
Pierre Leroux’s work, ‘‘ De l’humanité,’’ being his favorite 
gospel. 

He had a favorite theory called ‘‘The Doctrine of Life’’ 
and published an abstruse little book about it; once grant 
his premises, and he had you at his mercy; it was only by 
keeping outside of them that you were safe. He afterward 
came to the Cambridge Theological School, where he stoutly 
advocated baptism by immersion, though he afterward be- 
came a Unitarian minister. Once in the recitation room, 
when Professor Noyes, who was a delicate invalid and wasa 
respirator, had made it a point against baptism by immer- 
sion that it could not conveniently be practised during the 
winter, Greene said, with his usual combativeness: ‘‘ Doc- 
tor, the ice was cut a foot thick for me, when I was bap- 
tized.”” Dr. Noyes shuddered at the thought, and said 
blandly: ‘‘Mr. Greene, that might do very well for you, 
but it would certainly kill me.” ‘‘Doctor!”’ retorted 
Greene, rearing his tall form and shaking his finger, ‘‘ the 
Scripture says, ‘Seek ye the Lord while ye are young’!”’ 
and sat down triumphant. 

The next event in Greene’s life was his marriage to one of 
the most admired belles of Boston, a woman as fair as he 
was dark, nearly as tall as himself, quite as distinguished in 
appearance and far nobler in bearing,—a woman of so 
much character that Maria Lowell once said to me: ‘* When- 
ever Anna Shaw enters the room, I feel as if a great many 
people had come in at once.’’ With her Greene retired to a 
small country parish in Brookfield, Mass., and was also a 
member of the Massachusetts Constitutional Convention of 
1853; but later left the ministry and went to Paris, where he 
studied and philosophized in the old irregular way until the 
Civil War recalled him. Offering his services to Governor 
Andrew, he was made colonel of the 14th Massachusetts In- 
fantry, which, being long stationed at forts near Washing- 
ton, and drilled at the great guns, became ultimately the 
First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, still under Colonel 
Greene’s command. He also commanded for a time an artil- 
lery brigade under Gen. McClellan, but was mainly sta- 
tioned in the forts and had little field experience. My cousin, 
the Rev. William Henry Channing, then chaplain of the U. 
S. Senate, visited him occasionally in the forts, and used to 
take pleasure in describing Greene’s jocose insistence upon 
the terms of evangelical companionship even in the midst of 
war. ‘‘ Now, Brother Channing, if you wish to know how 
to make the fire from this gun really destructive, I’ll ex- 
plain it to you.” There were rather diverse accounts as to 
his success in discipline, and he remained in the service but 
little more than a year; after which he published various 
pamphlets on mathematics, socialism, and finance, dying in 
England in 1878. 








Light and Darkness. 
BY GEORGE FORREST. 

Isat out on the hurricane deck of the evening boat from 
Long Branch and watched the gentle rolling of the sea and 
the multi-colored spray tossed aside by the steamer as it cut 
heavily through the waves. The sunset colors were deluging 
the hazy blue of the sky with Oriental brilliancy, and 
through the wool-like fleece of the clouds threads of gold 
were beginning to run. From the great nucleus of light, 
narrow ribbons of sunbeams stretched out into space, throw- 
ing their rainbow colors over the transparent blue of the 
ocean and bathing the dark-green of the shore with opal 
tints. 

It was beautiful. 
looking also. 

The deck was crowded, and, up close to the pilot’s cabin, 
near which I was seated, I noticed a young couple. It was 
evident they were lovers; and the delightful intoxication 
which comes over lovers when they are near to each other 
yet do not speak could be read on their faces. Each knew 
the other’s thoughts, and together they silently watched the 
sunset. 

The colors were changing now. and the rainbow-tinted 
rays grew dim ; but the clouds remained beautiful and tossed 
the colors about in glorious confusion. I watched the deli- 
cate blending of the light till it began to fade, drawn in by 
its mother, the sun. Then I turned to look at the lovers. 

They were still gazing admiringly at the sunset, in silence; 
but a tinge of sweet sadness had come over their faces as the 
light slowly faded, and I knew that the intoxication of their 
silent conversation was fading as the color of the evening 
sky. 

Only a long line of gold now marked where the sun had 
disappeared ; and it was rapidly changing to the soft opal 
tints which bring the day to a close. The violet colors of 
night were rapidly effacing the clear outlines of objects on 
shore. Then came darkness. 

And I looked at the lovers. 

To me they were an ideal picture—a gentle love-poem 
which I was reading. ’ 

A man at my side was whispering to a friend, and I heard 
the sentence: ‘‘They are to be married soon.” 

Disenchantment had come: my poem was spoiled. I arose 
and walked back to the stern. 

Before me the ocean spread out all in blackness. 


I turned to see if others were 


A Patriotic Proposal. 
(Troy Press.] 

An exuberant editorial in the Lockport ‘‘ Union,’’ extoll- 
ing the star spangled banner, ends in the following fashion: 
“There can be and must be but one flag in this country, and 
let that flag wave from every schoolhouse in the land.” If 
sufficient private sentiment, or patriotism, or desire for dis- 
tinction, prevails to furnish every schoolhouse with a flag, 
we do not discern any special objection to the plan. But the 
moment the proposition is made to make schoolhouse flags 
a part of the public burden, it deserves to be opposed and de- 
feated. These showy and noisy and spontaneously patriotic 
people, who advocate schemes of this sort, generally end by 
asking for an appropriation instead of going into their own 
pockets. Likewise, not a few papers and individuals that 
profess to believe in economy favor projects of this nature, 
which add to the tax burdens and oppress the payers. 
When any project involving a superfluous or extravagant 
outlay is presented, vote it down. Individuals may be as 
liberal, exuberant, and patriotic at their own expense as they 
please, but when it is attempted to make sentiment the ex- 
cuse for enlarging the tax budget, it is time for a popular 
veto. The theory that a flag over a schoolhouse would en- 
hance the virtue and patriotism of pupils is exceedingly 
attenuated. It is the instruction inside instead of the deco- 
rations on the top of a schoolhouse that leaves its indelible 
impress upon a pupil. 


Small Industries. 
(Today.] 

A writer in the French magazine, ‘‘ La Nouvelle Revue,”’ 
states that, according to the statistics of 1881, there were 
then in France six million persons connected with small in- 
dustries as against three million two hundred and thirty 
thousand connected with the great industries. It is not true, 
then, as the generality of writers with Socialist leanines un- 
qualifiedly assert, that the small industries have been en- 
tirely ‘‘ absorbed ’’ by the great. The writer in the “ Revue ”’ 
refers to a school of French economists which believes that 
the era of great industries has now reached its height, and 
that a steady decrease in their number is certain. Steam, 
the economists*of this school say, created large manufacto- 
ries; they will be destroyed by the distribution of the motive 
power at dwellings or small workshops. The writer raises 
the question of the desirability of the return to small indus- 
tries, but finds himself without sufficient data to express a 
general opinion. It appears that among the different sec- 
tions of the group of the Exposition of Social Economy was 
one entitled, ‘‘ Great and Small Industries.” The object was 
to call forth local studies intended to illustrate extensive 
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statistical calculations. The jury received many interesting 
memoirs, but the responses fell short, both in quantity and 
quality, of the expectations of the organizers of the commis- 
sion. The writer in the ‘‘ Revue’ was allowed to use the 
material gathered, and he thinks there is enough in the re- 
sponses to show that, while concentration at one point of nu- 
merous workmen increases professional aptitude and skill, 
—a conclusion which contradicts current opinions, — the la- 
borer working at his home with a few companions is more 
sober and frugal than the “hands” of the great factories. 
But the writer inclines to the opinion that the disadvantage 
of small industries outweighs the advantages. The work- 
shop of small industries is apt to be unhealthy; the hours of 
work would be excessive, employment uncertain, and pro- 
vision for infirmity and old age next to impossible. It is ob- 
vious, however, that the writer fails to take into account a 
variety of considerations and circumstances which put a dif- 
ferent face on the matter. The workmen have acquired ha- 
bits and information which they will carry with them into 
the new condition. The benefits of voluntary association 
and codperation are more and more appreciated by them, 
and they can dispense with the philanthropic institutions 
established by the employers as well as with the support (?) 
of the government. The spread of intelligence and a higher 
standard of living will do more in the way of preventing 
overwork, dissipation, and improvidence than State inspec- 
tion and supervision, which our writer puts among the 
‘benefits ’ of great industries. 


THE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY. 


Stephen Pearl Andrews. 


This work, long out of print, is now republished to meet a de- 
mand which for a few years past has been rapidly sowing. First 
published about forty years ago, and yet in its teachings still far in 
advance of the times, it comes to the present generation practically 
as a new book. Jusiah Warren, whose social philosophy it was 
written to expound, was in the habit of referring to it as the most 
lucid and complete pr tation of his ideas that ever had been 
written or ever could be written. It will undoubtedly take rank in 
the future among the famous books of the nineteenth century. 

It consists of two parts, as follows: 

Part I.—The True Constitution of Government in the Sove- 
reignty of the Individual as the Final Development of Protestant- 
ism, Democracy, and Socialism. 

ParT II.—Cost the Limit of Price: A Scientific Measure of 
Honesty in Trade, as one of the Fundamental Principles in the So 
lution of the Social Problem. 


Price, in Cloth, One Dollar. 
Address the Publishgr: 
SARAH E. HOLMES, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


A VINDICATION 


NATURAL SOGIBTY, « 


By Edmund Burke. 


Showing the Inherent Evils of All State 
Governments. 

“In vain you tell me that artificial government is good, but that I 
fall out only with the abuse. The thing — the thing itself is the 
abuse.” — Burke. 
36 Pages. 

Address: 











le 
7S 


“ 


Price 10 Cents. 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass, 


TENDENCY NOVELS. 





For any of the following Romances, address, 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


MY UNCLE BENJAMIN. A humorous, satirical, 
and philosophical novel. By Claude Tillier. Translated from 
the French by Benj. R. Tucker. With a sketch of the author’s 
life and works by Ludwig Pfau. This work, though it has en- 
joyed the honor of three translations into German, has never be- 
fore been translated into English. It is one of the most delight 
fully witty works ever written. Almost every sentence excitesa 
laugh. It is thoroughly realistic, but not at all repulsive. Its 
satirical treatment of humanity’s foibles and its jovial but pro- 
found philosophy have won its author the title of ‘‘ the modern 
Rabelais.””» My Uncle Benjamin riddles with the shafts of his 
good-natured ridicule the shams of a’ law, medicine, com- 
merce, war, marriage, and society generally. 312 pages. Price, 
in cloth, $1.00 ; in paper, 50 cents. 


THE RAG-PICKER OF PARIS. By Felix Pyat. 
Translated from the French by Benj. R. Tucker. A novel un- 
equalled in its combination of dramatic power, picturesque in- 
tensity, crisp dialogue, panoramic effect, radical tendency, and 
bold handling of social questions. Probably the most vivid pic- 
ture of the misery of poverty, the extravagance of wealth, the 
sympathy and forbearance of the poor and despised, the cruelty 
and iveness of the aristocratic and respectable, the blind 
greed of the middle classes, the hollowness of charity, the cunnin 
and hypocrisy of the priesthood, the tyranny and corruption o; 
authority, the crushing power of privilege, and, dinally, of the re- 
deeming beauty of the ideal of liberty and equality that the cen- 
tury has produced. 325 pages. Price, in cloth, $1.00; in paper, 
50 cents. 


THE STORY OF AN AFRICAN FARM. B 
Olive Schreiner. A romance, not of adventure, but of the intel- 
lectual life and growth of young English and German people liv- 
ing among the Boers and Kaffirs ; picturing the mental struggles 
through which they passed in their evolution from orthodoxy to 
rationalism ; and representing advanced ideas on religious and 
social questions. A work of remarkable power, beauty, and ori- 
ginality. 375 pages. Price, in cloth, 60 cents; in paper, 25 
cents. 


LIBERTY’S LIBRARY. 


For any of the following Works, address, 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 





GOD AND THE STATE. “One of the most elo- 
quent pleas for liberty ever written. Paine’s ‘ of Reason’ 
and ‘Rights of Man’ consolidated and improved. It stirs the 
ulse like a trumpet call.”” By Michael ounine, Founder of 
ihilism and Apostle of Anarchy. Translated from the French 
by Benj. R. Tucker. 52 pages. ice, 15 cents. 


CO-OPERATIVE HOMES. An essay showin 





ow the kitchen may be abolished and the independence o 
woman secured by aoneting Se State from the Home, thereby in- 
troducing the voluntary principle into the Family and all its rela- 
tionships. C. T. Fowler. Containing a portrait of Louise 
Michel. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


CO-OPERATION: ITS LAWS AND PRIN- 
ciples. An essay showing Liberty and Equity as the only condi- 
tions of true cooperation, and green the violations of these 
conditions by Rent, Interest, Profit, and Majority Rule. By C.T. 
Fowler. Containing a portrait of Herbert Spencer. Price, 6 
cents: two copies, 10 cents. 


THE RADICAL REVIEW: Vol. I., Mndsomely 
bound in cloth, and containing over sixty Essays, Poems, Transla- 
tions, and Reviews, by the most prominent radical writers, on 
industrial, financial, social, literary, scientific, philosophical, ethi- 
cal, and religious subjects. 828 pages octavo. ice, $5.00. Single 
numbers, $1.15. : 


THE WIND AND THE WHIRLWIND. A 
m worthy of a place in every man’s library, and especiall 
interesting to all victims of British tyranny and misrule. A red- 
line edition, printed beautifully, in large type, on fine paper, 
and bound in parchment covers. Elegant and cheap. 32 pages. 
Price, 25 cents. 


THE FALLACIES IN “PROGRESS AND 
Poverty.” A bold attack on the ition of Henry George. 
Written for the people, and as revolutionary in sentiment, and 
even more radical than ‘Progress and Poverty” itself. By 
William Hanson. 191 pages, cloth. Price, $1.00. 


THE REORGANIZATION OF BUSINESS. 


An essay showing how the principles of codperation may be real- 


Containing a portrait of Ralph Waldo Emerson. Price, 6 cents; 
two copies, 10 cents. 


LAND TENURE. An essay showing the govern- 
mental basis of land monopoly, the futility of governmental 
remedies, and a natural and peaceful way of starving out the 
landlords. By C. T. Fowler. Containing a portrait of Robert 

Owen. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


AN ANARCHIST ON ANARCHY. An elo- 
quent exposition of the beliefs of Anarchists by a man as eminent 
in science as in reform. By Elisée Reclus. Followed by a sketch 
of the criminal record of the author by E. Vaughan. Price, 10 
cents. 


CORPORATIONS. An essay showing how the mo- 
nopoly of railroads, telegraphs, etc., may be abolished without 
the intervention of the State. By C. T. Fowler. Containing a 
portrait of Wendell Phillips. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


SO THE RAILWAY KINGS ITCH FOR AN 
yo Do they? By a ‘Red-Hot Striker,” of Scranton, Pa. 
A ly to an article by William M. Grosvenor in the Jnterna- 
tional Review. Price, 10 cents ; per hundred, $4.00. 


FREE POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS: Their 
Nature, Essence, and Maintenance. An abridgment and re- 
arrangement of Lysander Spooner’s “ Trial by Jury.”” Edited by 
Victor Yarros. 47 pages. ice, 25 cents. 


PROHIBITION. An essay on the relation of gov- 
ernment to temperance, showing that prohibition cannot pro- 
hibit, and would be unnecessary if it could. By C. T. Fowler. 
Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


INVOLUNTARY IDLENESS. An Exposition 
of the causes of the discrepancy existing between the supply of 
and the demand for labor and its products. By Hugo Bilgram. 
119 pages, cloth. Price, $1.00. 


INTERNATIONAL ADDRESS: An elaborate, 
a and very entertaining Exposition of the principles 
of the Working-People’s International Association. By William 
B. Greene. Price. 15 cents. 


THE WORKING WOMEN: A Letter to the 
Rev. Henry W. Foote, Minister of King’s Chapel, in Vindication 
of the Poorer Class of Boston Working-Women. By William B. 
Greene. Price, 15 cents. 


THE FINANCIAL PROBLEM : 


Labor Reform and io egy 8 
interest to be unavoidable. By 
Price, 10 cents. 


MUTUAL BANKING: Showing the Radical 
Deficiency of the existin; a ak Medium, and how Interest 
on Money can be Abolished. By William B. Greene. Price, 25 
cents. 


TAXATION OR FREE TRADE? A Criticism 
upon Henry George’s “ Protection or Free Trade.”” By John F. 
elly. 16 pages. Price, 5 cents; 6 copies, 25 cents; 100 copies, $3. 


CAPTAIN ROLAND’S PURSE: How It is 
Filled and How Emptied. By John Ruskin. The first of a pro- 
jected series of Labor Tracts. Supplied at 37 cents per hundred. 


CITIZENS’ MONEY: A critical analysis in the 
light of free trade in banking. By Alfred B. Westrup. 27 pages. 
Price, 10 cents. 


A POLITICIAN IN SIGHT OF HAVEN: 
Being a Protest Against the Government of Man by Man. By 
Auberon Herbert. Price, 10 cents. 


THE STATE: ITS ORIGIN, ITS NATURE 


and Its Abolition. By Albert Tarn, an English Anarchist. 13 
pages. Price, 5 cents 


Three Dreams in a Desert. 


OLIVE SCHREINER. 
An al 


rical prose beautifully picturing the emancipation of 
ain and kee meee the results the: . Price, 5 cents; 6 co- 


Its relation to 
Demonstrating the abolition of 
Alfred B. Westrup. 30 pages. 








pies, 25 cents; 25 copies, $1; 100 copies, $3. 
SARAH E. HOLMES, Box 3366, Boston Mass 


ized in the Store, the Bank, and the Factory. By C. T. Fowlers 


Just Published. __ 


THE ANARCHISTS 


A Picture of Civilization at the Close of the 
Nineteenth Century. 


BY 


JOHN HENRY MACKAY. 


Translated from the German by 
GEORGE ScHUMM. 


A poet’s prose contribution to the literature of philosophic ang 
egoistic Anarchism. The author traces his own mental develo 
ment in London amid the exciting events of 1887, —the manifesta. 
tions of the unemployed, the rioting at Trafalgar Square, and the 
executions at Chicago. The antagonism between Communism and 
Anarchism “a rought out. One of the world’s great artists 
places his pen at the service of Anarchism. 


CONTENTS. 


Frontispiece Portrait of the Author. 
Introduction. 

I.—In the Heart of the World-Metropolis. 
II. —The Eleventh Hour. 

Ill. — The Unemployed. 

1V.—Carrard Auban. 

V.— The Champions of Liberty. 

VI.— The Empire of Hunger. 

VII.— The Tragedy of Chicago. 

VIII. — The Propaganda of Communism, 
IX. — Trafalgar Square. 

X.— Anarchy. 

Appendix. — Study of Mackay’s Works, by Gabriele Reuter, 





315 Pages. 
Price, cloth, $1.00; paper, 50 cents. 


Address the Publisher, 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass 


PROUDHON’S WORKS, 


Great Reduction of Price! 


$1.00 instead of $3.50. 


WHAT IS PROPERTY? Oran Inquiry into the 
Principle of Right and of Government. By P. J. Proudhon. Pre- 
faced by a Sketch of Proudhon’s Life and Works, and containin 
as a Frontispiece a fine steel engraving of the Author. Transla' 
from the French by Benj. R. Tucker. A systematic, thorough, 
and radical discussion of the institution of property, — its basis, 
its history, its present status, and its destiny, —together with a 
detailed and startling exposé of the crimes which it commits, and 
the evils which it engenders. 500 8 octavo. Price, cloth, 
$1.00 ; full calf, blue, gilt edges, $4.00. 


SYSTEM OF ECONOMICAL CONTRADIC- 
tions: Or the Philosophy of Misery. By P. J. Proudhon. 
Translated from the French by Benj. R. Tucker. ‘This work con- 
stitutes the fourth volume of the Complete Works, and is pub- 
lished in a style uniform with that of “ at is Property?” It 
discusses, in a style as novel as profound, the problems of Value, 
Division of Labor, Machinery, Competition, Monopoly, Taxa- 
tion, and Providence, showing that economic progress is achieved 
by the appearance of a succession of economic forces, each of 
which counteracts the evils developed by its predecessor, and then, 
by developing evils of its own, necessitates its successor, the pro- 
cess to continue until a final force, corrective of the whole, shall 
establish a stable economic equilibrium. 469 es octavo, in the 
highest style of the typographic art. Price, cloth, $1.00; full 
calf, blue, gilt edges, $4.00. 


Address: BENJ. R, TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


ANARCHISTS’ MARCH. 


Tune: Bjdrneborgarnes Marsch (Finnish War Song). 


Words by J. WM. LLOYD. 
Price, 10 cents. 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


HEROES OF THE REVOLUTION OF ’71. 
A Souvenir Picture of the Paris Commune, 


Presenting FIFTY-ONE PORTRAITS of the men whose names are 
most mene geo connected with that great uprising of the people, 
and adorned with mottoes from Danton, Blanqui, Pyat, Proudhon, 
J. Wm. Lloyd, Tridon, and August Spies. 








Address: 





Of all the Commune Souvenirs that have ever been issued this 
icture stands easily first. It is executed by the phototype proces 
rom a very rare collection of photographs, measures 15 inches by 

24, and is printed on heavy paper for framing. 


Over Fifty Portraits for Twenty-Five Cents. 





Blanqui, Flourens, _Rigault, Pyat, Reclus, 
Delescluze, Cluseret, Ferré, Rossel, Rochefort, 
Maret, Maroteau, Assi, Valiés, Courbet, 
Mégy, Dacosta, Moilin, La Cécilia, Humbert, 
Vermesch, Grousset, Gambon, Trinquet, Lisbonne, 
Crémieux, Vésinier, L y, Lefrangais, Arnould, 

indy, lix, Ferrat, Fontaine, Descamps, 
Humbert, Urbain, Dereure, Amouroux, Milliére, 
Cavalier, Miot, Pothier, Vermorel, Johannard 
Parent, Razoua, Verdure, Champy, Pilotell, 

Chalain. 
Address: BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 
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